
UNITED STATES PARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trader, jrk Office 

Address: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
Washington, D.C. 20231 




APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 



09/123,244 08/03/98 ELLISON 



r 



DEREK J. WESTBERG 
STEVENS & WESTBERG, LLP 
99 NORTH FIRST STREET 
SUITE 201 
SAN JOSE CA 95113 



TM 02/1107 



EXAMINER 



"IELDSiK 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2153 
DATE MAILED: 



1 1/07/0 1 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or 
proceeding. 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 



BEST AVAILABLE COPY 




PTO-90C (Rev. 2/95) 



Office Action Summary 



Application No. 
09/128,244 



Applicant(s) 



Ellison et al 



Examiner 



Kenneth Fields 



Art Unit 

2153 




— The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address • 



MONTH(S) FROM 



Period for Reply 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless ~ 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371© of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

2. Claims 29, 30, 32-34, 36-38 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Ramasubramanian et al (US 6, 172,672). 

Regarding claims 29, 33 and 37, Ramasubramanian discloses a system for sending 
improved quality video data to a client, comprising the steps of: sending a video stream to said 
client in accordance with a set of streaming constraints, said video stream comprising at least a 
subset of video information from a first source (fig. IB, element 134); receiving a signal indicating 
a relaxation of said streaming constraints (col. 6, line 25 - col. 7, line 12); in response to said 
signal, accessing a set of improved quality video information from a second source (fig. IB, 
element 140), said improved quality video information comprising an improved quality version of 
at least a subset of the video information in said video stream, wherein said improved quality 
video information includes a plurality of still images (a video stream is composed of frames, each 
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frame being a single still image); and sending said set of improved quality video information to 
said client (col. 6, line 25 - col. 7, line 12). 

Regarding claims 30, 34 and 38, Ramasubramanian discloses said step of accessing said 
set of improved quality video information comprising the steps of: determining a first reference 
point from the information in said video stream; correlating said first reference point with a 
second reference point in said second source; and retrieving said set of improved quality video 
information from said second source based upon said second reference point (col. 6, line 25 - col. 
7, line 12). 

Regarding claims 32, 36 and 40, Ramasubramanian discloses a system, wherein said signal 
indicates that video information is to be displayed at said client at a slower presentation rate, and 
wherein said step of sending said set of improved quality video information comprises the step of 
streaming said improved quality video information to said client at an appropriate streaming rate 
to accommodate said slower presentation rate (col. 6, line 25 - col. 7, line 12). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 31, 35 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ramasubramanian et al (US 6,172,672). 

Regarding claims 31, 35 and 39, Ramasubramanian does not disclose still images which 
take the form of an image file such a JPEG file. Official Notice is taken of the well known use of 
the JPEG video format for transmitting multimedia information over a network. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
system of Ramasubramanian to transmit video information in JPEG video format. The rationale is 
as follows: as JPEG file formats are widely utilized and supported on the world wide web, one of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to provide the video distribution system of 
Ramasubramanian in a format such as JPEG, thereby providing the information in a standard 
format which can be transmitted easily via the Internet. 

5. Claims 41-79 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ramasubramanian et al (US 6,172,672) in view of Palmer (US 6,195,683). 

Regarding claims 41, 51, 62 and 71, Ramasubramanian discloses a system for sending 
improved quality video data to a client, comprising the steps of: sending a video stream to said 
client in accordance with a set of streaming constraints, said video stream comprising at least a 
subset of video information from a first source (fig. IB, element 134); receiving a signal indicating 
a relaxation of said streaming constraints (col. 6, line 25 - col. 7, line 12); in response to said 
signal, accessing a set of improved quality video information from a second source (fig. IB, 



Application/Control Number: 09/128,244 
Art Unit: 2153 



Page 5 



element 140), said improved quality video information comprising an improved quality version of 
at least a subset of the video information in said video stream, and sending said set of improved 
quality video information to said client (col. 6, line 25 - col. 7, line 12). 

Regarding claims 41, 51, 62 and 71, Ramasubramanian does not disclose sending time 
stamps to the client regarding the video information. Palmer discloses a method of transmitting 
multimedia information to clients wherein time stamps are included with the information (col. 13, 
lines 40-45 and col. 15, lines 27-52). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to provide the system of Ramasubramanian with the ability 
to include time stamps with the information transmitted to the client as disclosed by Palmer. The 
rationale is as follows: by providing time stamps with the information transmitted to the client, the 
video data and audio data can be properly synchronized at the client workstation. 

Regarding claims 42, 52, 63 and 72, Ramasubramanian discloses a system wherein said 
improved quality video information includes a plurality of still images (a video stream is composed 
of frames, each frame being a single still image). 

Regarding claims 43, 46, 47, 53, 57, 58, 67, 68, 76 and 77, Ramasubramanian discloses a 
system wherein the second source comprises a set of prepocessed information ready to be 
streamed and a system said signal indicates that video information is to be displayed at said client 
at a slower presentation rate, and wherein said step of sending said set of improved quality video 
information comprises the step of streaming said improved quality video information to said client 
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at an appropriate streaming rate to accommodate said slower presentation rate (col. 6, line 25 - 
col. 7, line 12). 

Regarding claims 44, 45, 55, 56, 65, 66, 74 and 75, Ramasubramanian does not disclose 
still images which take the form of an image file such a JPEG file or video information in the 
MPEG format. Official Notice is taken of the well known use of the JPEG video format and 
MPEG video format for transmitting multimedia information over a network. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
system of Ramasubramanian to transmit video information in JPEG and MPEG format . The 
rationale is as follows: as JPEG and MPEG file formats are widely utilized and supported on the 
world wide web, one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to provide the video 
distribution system of Ramasubramanian in a format such as JPEG and MPEG, thereby providing 
the information in a standard format which can be transmitted easily via the Internet. 

Regarding claims 48, 59, 69 and 78, Ramasubramanian discloses improved quality video 
information which includes selected frames from the second source and omits skipped video 
information from the second source (col. 6, line 25 - col. 7, line 12). 

Regarding claims 49, 50, 60, 61, 69, 70, 78 and 79, Ramasubramanian does not disclose 
the signal being generated in response to a request for a seek or rewind operation. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize the 
video distribution system as disclosed by Ramasubramanian for operations desired by a client such 
as seek and rewind, thereby enabling the client to receive improved quality video information. 
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Regarding claims 54, 64, and 73, Ramasubramanian discloses a system wherein said 
improved quality video information includes a plurality of still images (a video stream is composed 
of frames, each frame being a single still image). Regarding the time stamp information, these 
claims are rejected under similar rationale as claims 41, 51, 62 and 71 (see above). 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Kenneth Fields whose telephone number is (703) 308-4954. 

Any inquiry of a general nature of relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the technology center receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 
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